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THE. PREACHER. 


‘Give attendance to reading, to exhortation, to dectring;’ 


a 
on OF GOR 
Delivered at Auburn, N.Y. on the first Sabbcth in 
February, 1829, 
BY 0. A. BROWNSON. 

“The prophet that hath @ dygam, let him tell a 
dream ;‘and he thet hath my word, let him speak my 
word faithfally. What is the chaff to the wheat ?— 
saith the Lord.”—Jer. xxiii. 28. 

The remark is often made, but not oftener 
than its corréctness will warrant, that the cha- 
racteristick features of human nziure are the 
same in all ages aad in all countries of the 
world; and notwithstanding a change of cir- 
cumstances make some variation, yet the 
most careful rver ¢an discover no altera- 
tion of the elementary priuciples of man, nor 
of the motives which prompt his exertion. 

There are so many things in the chapter be- 
fore us, Which bear so close a resemblance to 
what we now 6ee, that were it not for the 
known antiquity of the book, we should think 
it written by a careful observer of the present. 
There were prophets formerly who were dis- 
turbing the repose of the people and insulting 
their understandings with the dreams they 
were constantly telling each other. There are 
prophets now who haunt our imaginations with 
the horrid visions which they received in the 
dark. And I have often thought that the Lord 
might say of the modern prophets as he did of 
the ancients, “I have not sent these prophets, 
yet they ran; I have not spoken to them, yet 
they prophesied. But if they had stood in my 
counsel, and had eaused my people to hear my 
word, thea they should have turned them from 
their evil way, and from the evil of their do- 
ings.—I have heard what these prophets said, 
that prophesy lies in my name, saying, I have 
dreamed, I have dreamed. How long shall 
this be in the hearts of the prophets that pro- 

lies? Yea they are prophets of the 

eit of their own hearts; which think to 

cause my people to forget my name by the 

dreams which they tell every man his neigh- 

bour, as their fathers have forgotten my name 
for Baal.” s 

Formerly these dreaming prophets were ve- 
ry numerous, bearing the proportion to the true, 
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portion’ ie mearly the same now.as then. For- 
mwerty these prophets leceraied. thenrselves and 
inflicted yerious wounds upon.their own Sesh 

‘hed +40 their gods; 
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countenanees, and heavy drawn sighs, are yery 
good evidence, that the moderns have’ uot for- 
gotten the arts of the ancients. 

I allude in these remarks to that numerous 
class of men, instructors called by themselves 
and those they have deceived, who are con- 
stantiy releting their dreams of unknown 
worlds and beings, who labour to make man- 
kind believe that the wildest dreams: of the 
most distorted imagination, are preferable to 
facts, and the visiéns of a luxuriant but wn- 
chastened fancy, are mere valuable thaw the 
acquisition of truth. This class were formerly 
much sought after and very liberally suppori- 
ed; the same may bé said of them now. Theit 
principle aim is, end always has been, to keep 
the people in ignorapce,.to stifle the flame of 
inquiry, to check the fist dawn of genuine 
seiense, andto cameseh truth by the chorm ¢f 
words or by the mysticism of e degma. 

They have always laboured to destray man’s 
self respect and that just confidence in his own 
powers which would prompt manly exertion. 
They have laboured to unnerve the intellectual 
man, and to paralyze every effort of philan- 
thropy te meliorate the condition of weeping 
millions of the human race. Their first act 
was to dethrone reason, and not only to crown, 
but to deify implicit confidence in their dreams 
as the Sovereign lord and god of the world, 
which henceforth it would be nothing short of 
impiety to doubt, and profanity and blasphemy 
to disobey. Their next act was to magnify the 
importance of their own office, and te make 
the ignorant, the deluded’ multitude believe 
their mediation absolutely necessary to avert 
the wrath of God, and to conciliate his affec- 
tions. ‘They taught us, and they continue to 
teach us, that the throne of grace is approacha- 
ble only through the medium of the priest, 
and that any one who should dare invoke the 
favour of God by any other methed, is a thief 
and a robbez. 

Lest some daring genius should penetrate 
their plans and perceive their craft, they 
dreamed of a day of judgement, of deep Tar 
tarian guiphs, of lakes of sulphurous flame, of 
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blood of damned souls ;” and. overwhelmed 
the mind, made it desist from every effort to 
recover its freedom, by menaces of the pains 
and groans of hell, the place where God in his 
anger will hurl every spirit that dare disobey 
the prophet. 

The effect of their arts and selfish policy, 
have been to render intellect feverish and sick- 
dy, the energies of the human mind imbecile 
and useless, the moral sense distorted and un- 
safe as aguide, the human race weak, foolish 


and wretched, blind to their own good and ; 
us upon all who attempt to lighten : 


outrageo 

‘fhe load they bear, or to open their eyes that 
they may see the tyrants who oppress them.— 
Man is bound, but he is taught to curse the 
hand that presnmes to unloose his fetters ; his 
eyes are bandaged to the perception of truth, 
but he will invoke the wrath of God upon him 
who would remove the obstructions to his vis- 
ion. He loathes his slavery, but deems hell 
his doom, if he dare be free. He sighs for 
freedom, but fears that sigh a murmur against 
heaven. He obtains a faint glimpse of the bles- 
sings of independence, enough to excite desire 
for their possession, but brands, as emissary of 
the devil, any one who presumes to persuade 
him to their acquisition. He hugs the chain 
he loathes, grasps the wretchedness he hates, 
applauds the slavery to which he is doomed, 

ys with the most servile obsequiousness his 
masters, and hurls the thunderbolts of wrath 
at him who insinuates he is not free, or who 
would rid him of bisqyrapts. 

Such have been the effects of the dreams 
whieh the prophets have been relating to the 


world ; such the degraded condition te which | 


the greater part of our brethren are sunk, and 
such the tyranny under which we groan.— 
Shall we submit ? shall we stifle our voices— 
smother our desire for freedom—fold our hands 
and sleepon, while destruction stalks at noon- 
day? Shall we, through fear of offending 
those, who live by our toil and fatten upon she 
sweat of, our brow, be silent and inactive >— 
Shall we dream on, waste our time and lose 
the opportunity of making earth a paradise, 
through the hope of something in another 
world, which the prophets promise us for feed- 
ing them with the produce of our labour here? 
No—no, never while nature smiles with invi- 
tations to enjoy her bounties, or while the gen- 
ius of freedom points to the temple of truth 
with directions to enter. 

Though I think meanly of man’s present 
condition, I think nobly of what he is capable 
—nobly of what he may be. Farewell to the 
rophets ; they may dream.on, but we-shall 
hereafter treat their stories a8 dreams, and con- 
sider their comparative worth when weighed 
in the scale with truth as chaff to the wheat. 

“ The prophet that hath a dream/et him tell 
adream.”. Those prophets who dream for 
their own cmolument and.ambition, may con- 








tinue’ to dream, may tell their dreams and la- 
bour yet longer to bind the free born spirit 
with the chains of superstition. They may 
tell the fine texture of which their dreams are 
composed and hurl their anathemas against 
those who have the word of God, or who dare 
proclaim it; but we shall smile at their rage 
and labour to destroy their power with the 
sword, not of steel, but of KNOWLEDGE. 
From our infancy we have heard of the 
word of God; we have heard the prophets 
prophecy about it; but we have not heard 
what it is. We have been promised heaven 
as a reward for believing it, and threatened 


: with eternal tortures if we dared disbelieve it. 


We have hitherto failed to ascertain the im- 
port of this word; and alas! deeply mortify- 
ing to every manly principle of our nature ! 
the word of God, to which we have listened, 
was the dream of the prophet; and the will 
of God we were required to obey, was the 
will of the priest. Shall we submit to such 
vile imposition? Will human nature never 
feel itself insulted ? Will the native dignity 
of man never feel itself degraded by the shame- 
less tricks which are played upon it? Or shall 
we say human nature is toodebased to feel:? 
and that the dignity which man should ever 
maintain, is exchanged for the craftiness of the 
priest, or lost in the pusilanimity which the 
prophet has endeavoured to produce ? 

But I do not present mysclf to this audience 
to amuse them with idle declamation or useless 
invective, but to instruct, at least to impart a 
desire for knowledge ; not to occupy your at- 
tention with dreams, nor to fill your heads with 
profane nonsense, often misnamed the word of 
God ; but to inquire what is the word of God, 
and if possible, impart to each of you a noble 
ambition to hear, to understand and to profit 
by it. What then is the word of God? Go 
to the school of divinity and ask the professor 
this question, and he will immediately begin 
to repeat the words, heaven, hell, belief, unbe- 
lief, depravity, incarnation, vicarious atone- 
ment, the blood of a God to wash away the 
sins of the world, co-eternals, co-essentials, 
co-substantials, lapsarians, supra-lapsarians, 
and a thousand more barbarous sounds without 
meaning, and tell you these are the word of 
God. Goto him who has learned to repeat 
bible without anderstanding its import, and 
he will tell you Christ is the word of God, or 
that the word of God is quick and powerful, 
sharper than a two-edged sword, dividing as- 
sunder thé joints and marrow, and separating 
body and spirit. But when we have listened 
to these answers, what do we know? The 
question may still be asked, what is the word 
of God ? , 

The word of God is truth; yes,.the word 
of God is tTruTH. ‘Truth, wherever found, 
in books.or in Nature, in the Bible or in the 
Koran, in. the Vedes or in the Zendavesta.— 
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Truth is the word of God. God is truth, truth 
eternal and unchangeable, the Source of what- 
ever is, and of whatever shall be. His will 
is his word, and his word is that eternal voice 
which nature speaks through all her works, 
and which inspiration breathes into the heart 
of every man that will hear. His word is no 
mysterious sound, no unintelligible jargon, but 
it is plain, simple, adapted to the lowest capa- 
city, yet equal to the loitiest genius and to the 
sublimest thought. When the Universe, with 
its furniture of worlds and beings, was called 


from chaotick night, this word was uttered, | 


and uttered with a power that rung from one 
end of creation to the other, and seut its re- 
verberations back from the throne of God. It 
still rings with no abatement of its furee—with 
no diminution of its intelligibility. 
deaf that he does not hear? Is he devoid ot 
sense that he is not charmed with its musick ? 
Awake, O man! to its inviting voice, and let 


its sweet thrilling aotes sooth thy heart and | 


banish sorrow from thy bosom. 

This is the word of God—so loud that the 
deaf may almost hear—so plain, the fool may 
understand—so sweet, the stupid and the in- 


Is man | 
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| stition. I would drive -bigotry to the land of 
| forgetfulness, and falsehood to oblivion ; butt 
| would preserve religiov. I see her temple; 
| I admire the eminence on which it stands. I 
| delight to enter iis spacious courts and. listen, 
to her heavenly musick. But the temple of 
religion is the temple of coRRECT KNOW-. 
LEDGE. Its foundation is truth; its walls ac-. 
| quaintance with nature ; its leftyadome Im-., 
provement. The paths which lead to it, are 
adorned with flowers, and are of easy assent. 
It is my ambition to enter that temple. J may: 
never doit. But the time will come when the. 
' human race shall enter, devoid of fear, of strife, 
or contention. 

I have said the word of God is truth where- 
ever jound; I have said the voice of nature, 
the voice of inspiration is truth. Let us look 
more closely at this subject and ascestain, if 
in our power, the lessons this word inculcates. 

Te first lesson man should learn is himself. 

‘** Know then ihyeelf, presume not God to acans 

The proper study of mankind is map,” 
is the lesson of truth as well as of poetry. But 

| do we know ourselves? Have we mot been- 
_ taught to despise ourselves and think only of 





sensible must admire. Need you interpreters | God? I know this lesson is in opposition to 
to explain it? Need you teachers to tell it? | your former instructions; and I also know that 
Need you persuasion to listen? From your | it is a lesson which requires the exercise of 
infancy has it sounded in your ears, plaiver | thought—a thing you have hitherto been for- 
and more inviting has been its voice as you in- | biddep on pain of offending God. But.the 
creased in strength. Alas! your first lesson | craft of our former instructors is discovered. 
was to disregard it—your next, that it was | They forbid us to think lest we might think 
false, and your last, that you must believe the | differently from their wishes. They have*pre- 
dream of the prophet, the jargon of the priest, | vented us from learning ourselves, lest we 
or be eternally dainned. | should despise their dictation. They bave 
Will you suffer one to silence the discordant | studied to make us think meanly of ourselves 
sounds which have been substituted for its har- | that we might think more of them, and taught 
mony? Will you permit the hoarse croaking | us to distrust our own powers that we might 
of the false prophet to be displaced for the soft | place the more dependence on theirs. They 
nusick of the word of God? Or wil] you in- | have told us ignorance is the mother of devo- 
voke the curse of the Almighty, to biast the | tion, because they knew that knowledge 
audacious spirit that would faithfully preach | would make us spurn their control. 
the word of God for your instruction, for the} Men are not sensible of the errours of their 
benefit of the world? Do you deem him a| instructors. ‘The whole system of education 
child of Satan, who now stands before you to | is founded in fraud and falsehood. Your pro- 
point out the errours of the prophets, aud to | phets and your priests promised to make you 
call your attention to the word of God? I can| happy. They extolled their lessons and ‘expa- 
almost penetrate your hearts, and see rising to} tiated on their utility in harmonizing the world, 


your tongues the epithets, “Infidel,” “* Deist,” 
“denier of the bible,” “ profane reviler of 
the priesthood,” and “blasphemer of God.” | 
Apply the terms: I feel not the reproach they | 
bear, and fear not the mystick charm to stifle 

truth there may be in those words. “ The 
prophet that hath a dream, let him tell a dream; 
ind he that hath my word, let him speak my 
word faithfully. . 





Tadvert uot willingly. to myself, but my | 
course is different from the generality of your | 
Instructors, and zome «splanation is your due. 
You tremble, lest in my zeal against errour I | 





‘weep away religion. Fear me not. [I love 
r" ‘on. IL would indeed brnsh away super- ! 


have they made their promise good? have they 
made the world happy, or society harmo- 
nious? No. ‘T'race the history of man from 
the earliest ages, what have the boasted éxer- 
tions of prophets and priests done towards pro- 
moting good feeling and unanimity among the 
members of human society? What single 
vice which prevailed four thousand years ago 
have they abolished ?. War still rages ; maur- 
der is still seen; fraud still lives; intemper- 
auce still continues to swallow thousands in 
its vortex; private enmity, scandal, slander 
and domestick discord still disturb our repose 


| and sadden our hearts. SW hat have our teach- 


ers done? They complain oyr natures are-so 
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perverse they cannot sid us; that the malady 
with which we are afflicted is of so deadly a 
kind that they cannot cure us. Let them away 
then. We want them not, unless they can 
do us good. ° 

“ But no,” they reply,” we may not reform 
the world, but we may be instrumental in sa- 
ving some precious soul from everlasting mise- 
ry in the World to come ; and though the bene- 
fit of our labours may not be perceived here, 
the eleet will reap the reward of our exertions 
hereafter.” This, then, is your boasted office 
to train the elect for heaven ? And ye would 
do it by immersing them im crime? Ye were 
training them for heaven, ye pretended media- 
tors between God and men, ye were training 
men for heaven, when ye kindled the fires 
of persecution—training the elect for heaven, 
when ye erected the Inquisition and made 
thousands tremble before the ghostly father, 
pine away in its dungeons, or burn on the 
Auto da Fe! Ye trained men for heaven 
in your crusades, when ye made Asia trem- 
ble with your legions, and depopulated Europe 
by the ill success of your expedition! Ye 
are instrumental in saving the precious souls 
of the elect when ye anathematize thought, 
degrade the word of God, and enslave the 
minds of his children! Go then, train the 
elect for the infernal regions, or for what other 
piece you please but heaven ; at least let us 

ave “ peacg.on earth apd good will to men.” 








. Sueh is what our teachers have done. When 

told they were useless or worse than useless 
to us here, they defended themselves by rela- 
ting the advantage they should be to us in an- 
other world. Shall we submit to this notion? 
“ Have we not all one Father? hath not one 
God created us?” Shall we then suppose this 
common Father, on whose bounty we live, by 
whose providence we are protected and by 
whose power we breathe, needs a fawning 
priest’or prophet to flatter him to be gracious ? 
If man cannot approach the throne of God, 
how does the priest get there ? 
some one to propitiate his favour and to induce 
him to look graciously on man, who stands be- 
tween him and the priest ?. Is not thé priest 
aman like the rest of us? is he not equally 
liable to err? Let him then descend to his 
proper level. His reason may be good—far as 
we 
farther. We will not give up our reason to be 
guided by his, for we have yet to learn that 
the reason of a priest is more safe than the 
reason of others. 


Let, then, the prophet and the priest tell 
you it is better for you to study their dreams 
than yourselves, but listen to the voice of God, 
of reason, .of experience, KNOW YOURSELVES, 
Man has too long remained ignorant of his 
own powers; and the consequence of this ig- 
norance, is the plenteous harvest of wretehed- 
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If God needs ' 


| tions to come cannot be imagined. 


a 


ness which he has reaped. Let him now de- 
scend from the stars, from his rambles in the 
empyreal sphere, look into himself and inquire, 
what are his wants, what he is, and what he 
can be. 

Man is a being of numerous wants, some 
are natural, but by far the largest number he 
now has, is artificial. Let him learn how ma- 
ny of these have arisen from erroneous in- 
struction, how many from the peculiar com- 
bination of circumstances with which he is 
surrounded, and how many are excited by his 
physical, moral or mental constitution. Let 


him learn what are stperfluous and what are ° 


necessary—let him neglect the one and in- 
quire the best means of satisfying the other. 
Let man also inquire what he is, what are 
the powers which are given him. Man is made 
a rational being and he has one distinguishing 
characteristick—the POWER of IMPROVEMENT. 
Man is not like the brute that lives, eats, and 
dies with no more knowledge than his prede- 
cessor. He is capable of improvement. He 
can remove the obstacles to his enjoyment.— 
He can, in some measure, by the exercise of 
his powers, control the elements and make the 
most stubborn administer to his pleasure. By 
this faculty of improvement he fells the forest, 
converts the wilderness into a fruitful ficeld— 
he erects his dwelling on the fastnesses of 
wild beasts, and builds a city where the sav- 
age sheltered himself under a few broken 
branches or hid himself in a cavern. He learns 
to navigate the ocean and to waft the rich pro- 
ducts of every clime to his door. By the 
aid of a few conventional signs he can send 
his thoughts to the remotest corner of the world 
and bring back the thoughts of others. He 
can penetrate matter, learn many of the chan- 
ges of which it is susceptible, and make it 
subservient to his pleasure or convenience. 
Man is something capable of glorifying his 
Creator. Man may be—what? Let thought 
stretch its pinions, soar to the highest, the best, 
the noblest point of achievement it can reach, 
and man may yet soar above it. We are as 
yet in the infancy of the world. In our child- 
hood we have done wonders, what may be ac- 
complished through the thousands of genera- 
The tem- 


| ple of science, we doubt not, will supplant the 


weive it so-we will follow it, but no | 


temple of dreams, and the temple of ‘ pure 
religion and undefiled,” will displace the tem- 
ple of superstition. Nature will be studied 
instead of creeds, and a just knowledge oi 
things will be preferred to acquaintance with 
ponderous tomes of vencrafed ignorance and 
useless dogmas of faith, ‘The time will come, 
it man will learn himself, when it shall be no 
crime to think, when to reason will not be to 
blaspheme, and when to dispute the assertions 
of the priests, will not be to dispute the word 
of God. I look forward to that time with emo- 
tions too big for utterance, and in its contem- 
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plation feel an ambition to exert all my powers 
to hasten its approach. 

But lastly, the next lesson inculcated by the 
word of God is, that we learn whatever can 
come under the observation of our senses.— 
The whole of man’s knowledge is confined to 
the world within him and to the world with- 
out. Man should not neglect either: the first 
is the most important, for it makes him ac- 
quainted with himself; the second is impor- 
tant for not only his own happiness, but his 
existence depeads ov his knowledge of the 
things to which he is related. We should 
push our investigations into the world without 
us,—make ourselves acquainted with the 
changes of which nature is susceptible, that 
we may make the whole subservient to the 
happiness of the human race. 

Our work is before us; it is with us. We 
have not to waste our time in learning to speak 
the language of the dead, or in becoming able 
to converse with spirits. The world is our 
sphere. Hlere we are to exert ourselves.— 


The world has been a scene of wretchedness | 


Its surface has been 
It has been to many 


beyond description. 
drenched with blood. 


like the fabled regions of hell—an arena of 


crime ; Where man has studied to supplant his 
brother, and to heap the heaviest woes upon 
his neighbour. Its musick has been the or- 
phan’s wail, and the oppressed widow’s plaint. 
Its inhabitants seem to have vied with each 
other, which most should shame his birth and 
dishonour his Creator. Society which was 
chosen to supply our wants—governments 
which were adopted to protect our righis and 
prevent our outrages—-religion invented to re- 
concile us to God, to ourselves, and to each 
other-——schools which have been established 
as nurserics of virtue—-all, all have failed in 
their object, and rather perpetuated than re- 
moved the ignorance and miscry of our prime- 
val condition. And this fact is diselosed, that 
there is some grand defect in the institutions 
hitherto supported. Let every one exert him- 
self. to find what and where this defect is.— 
The world must be regenerated—a new order 
of things must be established, or the world 
will never rise to that point of intelligence or 
felicity which it seems destined some day to 
reach, 

You may shrink from the task of examina- 
tion—you may think the labour of thought 
too burdensome, but wiil yau forego the pleas- 
ures of the intellectual repast? If the work 
be laborious, so much the more credit to him 
that performs it. Is it difficult ? be ambitious 
then to surmount that difficulty. You are not 
averse from thought. You allof you love to 
think and reason. It is the noblest employ- 
ment in which you can be engaged. You are 
averse only because you have not a clear per- 
ception of the work to be done. You have 
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volume of dry and tedious lore. I meke no 
such requisition. I ask you to look upon the 
volume of nature, which is expanded before 
you, stored with the richest instruction. I 
usk you to look within and read your own 
hearts and exercise your own judgement. 
Need you motives ? Look on the world,— 
look on that sun: was he made to shine on 
so much iniquity? Look on those thousand 
fires kindled in the evening skies,--were they 
set in their order to be sentinels to so man 
acts of cruelty? Is the world virtuous? Is it 
happy? Mark yourselves; are you happy ? 
Mark the world ; is there no vice? There is 
one continual buzz of our brethren labouring 
to increase their enjoyment. Hear you not the 
cry iterated from every quarter, “* Who will 
show us any good ?”” Look at your churches, 
the professed depositories of all that is good 
on earth, are they happy ? How are they torn 
by intestine broils! and how their bosoms 
burn with holy anger against those who do not 
believe their creed! how does their rage and 
animosity vent itself against those who should 
be of the same mind! All this is right? and 
you have no wish to remove it? no wish to 
send the angel of peace to remove their cou- 


| tention and to molify their-rage ? 


J.ook closer into society, mark the fraud 
which is practiced; see the wealthy pining 
away in embroidery ; see the poor discontent- 
ed with his lot, using every means honest or 
dishonest, whiclt are in his power, to increase 
his estate, and to place him at the table with 
the rich ; see love of. power, of distinction, des- 
troying social harmony, bearing down every 
thing in its way to the summit of its wishes, 
and say if all is right, and there is no need of 
exertion ? no need of efforts to meliorate the 
condition of mankind ? 

Forget for one moment your village, your 
state, or your country is the whole wofld, and 
that your relatives and acquaintances are all 
that claim your regard. Remember man, 
wherever found, is your brother; woman, 
wherever seen, is your sister; and that, if we 
vould perform our duty, we must extend our 
good wishes and our benefactions to the ut- 
most limits of our ability. To do much, 
and to do it well, we must become acquainted 
with the word of God ; we must have correct 
knowledge of ourselves, of others, and of ev- 
ery thing we can study to advantage. 

Will you reply, that it will be offensive to 
God for you to acquire this knowledge ? Think 
you the offering of ignorance is the most ac- 
ceptable to God ? or does he fear that by our 
studies we shall excel him in knowledge? Be 
assured you will offend by this acquisition no 
being but the prophet or the priest, who ma 
fear you will know too much to be duped by 
him, and that you will take the management of 
your own affairs into your hands, and will no 


supposed you must plod through volume after | longer pay him for robbing you. And:let ithe 
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‘known you can never acquire this knowledge 
‘so long as the priests bear rule. I would wage 
with them an exterminating warfare. 
not cease my attacks until they were destroy- 
éd. But the weapons of my warfare should 
not be such as they have used against hereticks 
and infidels. I would destroy them upon the 
POINT OF KNOWLEDGE. I would annihilete 
their traft, by giving the world knowledge 
énough to discern their fraud, and their power 
should vanish because the people would know 
‘enough to take care of themselves. 
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' bible tells me there is a God, this is a simple 


I would | 


I conclude: my remarks may appear to | 
many of you as uninteresting ; but they ap- | 


pear so only because you have been taught dif- 
ferently. Were it my object to amuse, I would 


declaration ; one which, to say the least, rea- 
son does not contradict. The avthority I at- 
tach to the bible requires me to believe it.— 
Should the bible declare this God unchangea- 
bie, I should believe it, because I have no 
reason to think otherwise. But should the 
bible assert this same God repents or changes 
his resolution, I should not believe, or at least 
{ should not believe both assertions, because I 
know from the natnre of things both can- 
not be true. It is the province of reason to 
determine which of these two are correct, or 
which we should believe. The data from 
which reason must decide this question is still 


the bible, compared with what we see ia na- 


wing imagination through regions of ether, | 
and occupy my time with splendid descrip- 
tions of a fairy scene in an ideal world, where | 


fancy might revel in the wildest luxurience. 
But [ have a higher, a nobler object in view. 
T aim to instruct. I aim to induce my readers 
to exeréise their intellectual powers, and to 
awaken the mind from that lethargy into which 
false education has sunk it, toa just sense of 
its high destination, and to the noble conquests 
it ean make. I would, had I the power, erect 
the temple of science where has stood the al- 
tar of superstition, and make the whole world 
cheerful worshippers at her‘ shrine. But [ 
know mueh.I have said will pass unheeded ; 
but a cheering expectation is felt,—these sen- 
timents will yet send joy and peace through- 
out the world. 


THE ESSAYIST. 











AN ESSAY ON CHRISTIANITY. 
NO. IV. 
ON THE USE OF REASON. 

This distinction between things above rea- 
son and things contrary to reason, though by 
no means new, is not sufficiently understood. 
Whatever relates to another world, or to a 
mode of existence diferent from what we can 
discover here, is above or beyond reason, it is 
said, and so far as relates to the fact that there 
is another world, or that there are beings dif- 
ferent from any discoverable here, the remark 
is apdoubtedly correct. But declarations made 
tous here respecting that world or those be- 
ings are subject to the empire of reason.— 
Should it be said those beings are good and 
yet delight in cruelty, we should not hesitate 
to pronounce the assertion unreasonable and 
false, because we knew a good being does not, 
cannot, while he retains his goodness, delight 
in cruelty. 

It is undoubtedly the province of the bible 
to. give us information respecting the character 
of our heavenly Father, and some hints res- 
pecting our final destination, but in regard to 
each of these there ‘are certain laws which 
even the bible must not tranagress. If the 











ture. 

We know from experience that a man nev- 
er changes his mind or alters his resolutions, 
unless he has some motive to induce the change 
oralteration. And this motive is the result of 
semething which was not seen or duly consid- 
ered at the time the resolutions were formed. 
But could we suppose this man to have been 
possessed of infinite knowledge, so that he 
could clearly perceive whatever contingencies 
might or could happen ; and could we suppose 
him also possessed of illimitable power, so that 
he could prevent any thing from interfering 
with his plans, we should be unable to per- 
ceive it possible for him to change his purposes 
or alter his resolutions. If the bible then as- 
sert that God is Omnipotent and Omniscient, 
I must assent to the declaration that he is un- 
changeable ; consequently the assertion that 
he repents, or is changeable, is unreasonable 
and false according to its own declarations. 

The province of reason, as far as the bible 
is concerned, is to consider the testimony or 
evidence by which its authority is establish- 
ed ; to decide how far or to what subject this 
authority extends, and also the reasonable- 
ness or internal consistency of the declarations 
which it makes. The bible asserts that God 
commanded the Israelites to extirpate the in- 
habitants of the land of Canaan. Now the 
man who believes the bible would be under 
the necessity of believing, that God actually 
commanded one part of his children to des- 
troy another part, did not the same bible tell 
us God is love, a kind and benificent Father, 
who is good unto all, and whose tender mer- 
cies are over all his works. Now, we know, 
a being that is love cannot delight in the des- 
truction of the objects of his love: we also 
know a kind father would never command one 
part of bis family to kill another part: we 
must, therefore, either deny that God ever 
gave any such command, or give up the idea 
that he is love, or that he regards with affec- 
tion all his works. Resort, in case like this, 
must be to nature; we must ask ourselves 
which is the more probable, that God should 
command one man to kil! another, or that an 
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ambitious prince or leader should give the com- | on the bible. But if I could discern any ay ag 
mand, and, for the sake of giving weight to! nature which manifestly contradicted this 
his command, should say he received it from | claration, I should not consider myself bound 
God ? | to believe it, but to reject it. In # word the 
Should I be told that the bible, as many | bible must bend to facts and not facts to the bi- 
supposes it does, declares the larger part of | ble, should there be a disagreement, (which 
mankind will in another world be made mise- | by the by I by no means assert.) 
table by their Creator, and that the Creator | Whenever, then, we wish to speak or write 
loves all his creatures, I should not believe | about another world, we are to consider the 
both propositions ; for they are absolutely in | bible our guide, but we are free to inquire the 
contradiction to each other. We know per- |,consistency or inconsistency with itself, of 
fectly well what good being will do to those | whatever it asserts. Whenever we reason of 
he loves if he have the power ; and we know | this werld the bible is to he tried, so far es the 
God would not, unless compelled, make those | past is concerned, by experience ; so far as it 
he loved miserable. If, then, it should be | regards the present, by what we now eee ; and 
found that scripture makes assertions thus in | what may relate to the future must be left to 
opposition, we can believe only oue to be true. | the revolutions of time to determine, whether 
The nature of the case may indeed leave us| it be truth or falsehood. 
to believe either! If I choose to believe God; I have been thus particular in these remarks 
is good, I must believe he will make those he | because Iam anxious the subject should be 
loves happy, if he have the power; but if I | understood. Men have long worshipped the 
choose to believe that mankind will be made | bible more than ~~ have their Creator ; and 
eternally miserable, I shall believe that God | if you say one word which induces the igno- 
is either a very bad or a very weak being. rant devotee to think you do not bow at the 
It is then the office of reason to compare | shrine of his idolatry, you see him following 
this book not only with the volume of nature, | with the despicable language -f the man of 
but with itself; and if there appear to be er- | MountEphraim “ ye have taken away my gods 
roneous or inconsistent readings, they must be | and what more have I left?” Every man 
corrected from the best evidence the nature of | should thank the hand that takes away his 
the case affords. The bible can never impose | idols, for he will never discover the true ob- 
silence on reason, for it must itself submit to | ject of adoration while the false is in his sight. 
the supremacy of reason. Without reason,; Many read the bible as they pray or say 
man could not derive profit from the bible ; | grace ; not from any benefit they expect to de- 
and just as little’ profit would he derive from | rive from perusing it, but because they think 
it, if he had reason but refused to exercise st. | it & command or a uty. Whenever any one 
I do not mean to lessen the worth of the bible | takes the bible to read, he should ‘have clear 
nor dejfy reason, but to place each on its prop- | perception of what he proposes te himself as 
er foundation. It is as much sacrilege to de- | the object of reading it. He should read for 
tract from the worth of reason as from the | infermation, but he should ask himself on what 
worth of the bible. Both are attributed to | subjects he requiresinformation. Not indeed 
God, and both ought to be agreed ; but if on | to teach him the moral virtues, for these being 
close examination there should be found any | found in our relation to each other, and to the 
discrepancy, the bible, not rcason, should | world of matter{with which we are connected, 
yield. | require us to study ourselves and others, to- 
No person should consider himself under | gether with the world within and without us, 
obligations to believe any thing which is un- | not the bible. We need no bible to tell us 
reasonable. Fle may believe in the existence | we ought to be just. Common sense teaches 
of a God, though reason may not discover his | this. The bible or nature either may tell us 
existence ; in a future state of existence,though | what justice is ; but as jastice, and indeed all 
reason does not teach it; because reason does the moral virtues, must‘vary in some degree 
not contradict them, and they may be proved | with circumstances, the bible cannot, unless 
by testimony. All that reason can do is to ex- | it specify every possible condition in which a 
amine the witnesses and determine whether | man can be placed, give us directions. The 
they are worthy of credit. If the character | study of nature then will probably teach us 
of the witnesses is good—if they have the | more correctly and more spe what is proper 
means of knowing, and appear capable of tell- | to be done than the bible, which must adapt 
ing what they know, reason undoubtedly as- | itselfto the age in which it is given, without 
sents to what they depose. But if they disa- | making the necessary provisions for the ages 
gree among themselves, reason cither rejects | to follow. If we wish information respecting 
the whole or selects such items from their de- | God and a future state, we may»read the bible 
positions as appear to be correct. | and depend upon what it says, providingit as- 
The bible declares there isa God. Ibelieve | sert no absurdity or thing inconsistent with it- 
this declaration, and do not consider myself. at | self or with what we know. I conclude, there- 
liberty to doubt it,from the depentiance J place | fore, ‘that the bibleis no authority for de tin- 
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reasonable doctrine, though it may be for aj 
doctrine which is above, or beyond reason. 








- ADVOCATE AND INVESTIGATOR. 





“* EARNESTLY CONTEND FOR THE FAITH.”’ 








SUNDAY MEMORIAL. 

The Rochester Observer, of the 6th, contains an 
article, over the signature of * Jay,” animadverting 
on Mr. Jehnson’s Report published in our last, and 
advancing sentiments which we h:d not expected to 
see owned even by the ultra-orthedoxy of the age. 
We published the Report with upprobation. We 
considered it, and we have nct ebanged our mind, an 
able production, clearly pointing out the danger and 
unconstitutionality of the prayer of the petitioners, 
and we hardly expected to hear any one openly oppo- 
sing it. 
of justice, or of any thing else, except to carry their 
own points. What are we to conclude is the spirit of 
that man who can pronounce Mr. Johnson's Report, 
“an ingenious plea for Infidelity?” Yet “ Jay” pro- 
nounces it such. 

One would think, from the language of certain 
papers and of cer{ain divines, that true religion is un- 
ableto support itself; and that to grant universal lib- 
erty of opinion, is to encourage infidelity. How are 
we to anderstand this, that men are prone to believe 
falsehood rather than truth? that if trath and errour 
are leit free to exert their powers, that errour will 
gain the victory? ‘Io us it has passed into a maxim, 
that whenever a man asks other aid than argument or 
the exhibition of facts, to support his sentiments, that 
he is conscious they cannot be supported by argument 
or fact. The Report in question would lay no re- 
straint on opinion. It would follow the letter and the 
spirit of the Constitution and leave every citizen of 
these United States free to adopt such religion as 
should appear tohim worthy of credence. But this, 
’ is “tan ingenious plea for infide- 


But the orthodox seem regardless of reason, 


according to “ Jay,” 
lity.” Surely Paine, Hume, Volney nor Voltaire ne- 
ver offered so powerful an argument for Infidelity, as 
is contained in this short expression, If the religion 
of Christ cannot exist without a law to protect it— 
without a legislative act prohibiting any conduct or 
belief contrary to its requirements, then we would 
say, abandon it, and let infidelity, or something else, 
which would not abridge the natural rights of man, 
be embraced. 

Itis known to our redders, that a memorial to Con- 
grese, from various sections of the United States, sien- 
ed by numerous petitioners, has been prepared, priy- 
ing Congress to pars a law prohibiting the transporta- 
tion of the Mail on the first day of the weck. As the 
conductor of a religious paper, we should have been 
sient on this petition, had we not conceived the prin- 
ciple involvéd in it, one which, if sanctioned by gov- 
eroment, would be alike dangerous to religion, to 
ecclesiastical and to civil liberty. We might have 
mistaken the character of the memoriul, but “ Jay” 
has given it one even worse than we expécted. 


port, is, that the one assumes us to be a Christian 
people, the other that we have no religious character 
whatever.” This remark is incorrect. The Report 
maiutains the principle that government isa civil in- 
stitution ; that it can institute no inquiry into the re- 
ligious opinions of its citizens, neither what they are, 
nor what they should be, Consequently our govorn- 
raent, as sueh, has no religious chatacter. It caw have 
no religious character, unles® it declare some system 
or other must be adopted by its members, which, if 
the Cousiitution mean any thing, it has no power to 
do. Ht isnot meact by this, that the members of the 
several branches of our government have no religion. 
Their religion belongs to them as citizenr, but is not 
known in their official character. The inaceuracy of 
“ Jay’s” remark may be seen. The Report assumes 
our government to have no religious character: the 
Memorial, that our government is Christian, and con- 
sequently under obligations to protect or support 
Christianity. 

Jay remarks properly enough—* the main question 
suggested by the Report, is, Has our government a 
constitutional power to favour the prayer of the Me- 
morial 2” and that to settle this question we must con- 
sider, “first, what is the power of our government in 
matters of religion, and then, what is the legitimate 
construction of the Memorial.” 

As it regards the power of government, Jay says 
he agrees with the Report. “ A}l will unite in the 
doctrine so repeatedly asserted in the Report, viz. that 
the power of government is limited to the protection 
of its citizens in their religious rights—that it does 
not extend to the definition of doctrines, the arbitra- 
tion of controversies, or the prescription of duties.” 
“Let it be understood,” he says again, “that upon 
the first point, viz. the power of government in inat- 
ters of religion, there is a perfect agreement between 
the petitioners and the committee. They both deny 
its authority to frame a religion for the people. They 
both maintain its obligation to protect the rebigion 
which the people have framed for themselves. 

Jay calculates too much upon our want of discero- 
ment, if he thinks we can discover no discrepancy be- 
tween the Report and the doctrine he has ascribed to 
it. The Report does not maintain that government 
is under obligation ‘to protect the religton which the 
people have framed for themselves,” but, that it is un- 
der obligation to protect the religious righ#s of its 
citizens. Protecting religious rights jis one thing— 
protecting a religion is another thing, very different 
in principle and in jits results : as different as an estab- 
lished religion is from one unestablished. Joy either 
mistook the doctrine of the Report, or he has thought 
a litile deviation from truth, might be advantageous to 
the cense he has espoused, 

All that government has power to do, is to protect 
the religious rights of the people—to prevent one 
man’s injuring ‘ancther because he adopts a different 
creed—to prevent any one from suffering in his civil 
rights or immunities because he does not adopt the 
creed of the majority. It isa fundamental maxim of 





. +The real difference between the Memorial and Re- 


our government that erery moan has a right to wor- 
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ship God when and where his conscience dictates.— 
One man is not accountable to another for his religious 
faith, nor indeed is he accountable to society. This is 
amatter between the individual and his Creator, cog- 
nizable by no tribunal but that of his God. This is 
one of those rights of which, under no form of govern- 
ment, and in no circumstances whatever, can man 
divest himself; and whatever government, or what- 
ever-set of men, would take it away, or usurp domin- 
jon over -it, has proceeded thus far in the mafch of 
ty:anny—has laid the foundation for the most odious 
and the most unlimited despotism. 

The doctrine of Jay, that the government is under 
“obligation to protect the religion which the people 
have framed for themselves,” involves the grand prin- 


ciple of religious freedom, and if admitted by our go- | 


vernment, would lay the axe at the root of that tree 
of liberty, planted by our fathers and watered by 
their blood. It would fell that tree, under whose 
branches, for half a century we have reposed securely, 


and on whose fruit we have fed with gratitude to the | 


great Father of all. The legitimate construction of 





the Memorial, according to Jay, is, that “it does not | 


ask government to determine what religion we shall 
have, but to protect the one which we have.” 
is, we do not ask government to tell us what religion 
we shall have; no—we have decided that question al- 


That | 


ready, or we have decided what ought to be the reli- | 


gion of the United States, and we only ask govern- 
ment to give it a legal sanction. 
to say that government has the power to give the 
sanction of alawtoa religious opinion? The peti- 
tiovers come beforeMCongress. withthe remark, thet 
Sunday is a sacred day, a day which must be kept ho- 


Is any one prepared ; 


ly unto the Lord; for this, they alledge, is the law of , 


God. 
we ask if Congress would not in this case recognize 
the observance .of Sunday as alaw of God? ani if 
they did, how far would they be from determining, in 
one instance at least, what is the Jaw of God? The 
petitioners say, “we believe the law of God forbids 
the traneportation of tie Mail on the first day of the 


\ 
Should Congress say it must be thus observed, } 


—* Citizens, you are free to embrace what religion 
you please. No man has a right to molest you in 
your religious opinions. All that is required of -you, 
is, that you do not molest others; that you preserve in- 
violate for others those rights which they are required 
to preserve sacred to you. Do some believe different- 
ly from you? you believe differently from them ; both 
your opinions are sacred to each of you in the eyes of 
government; but you must manage the affair your- 
selves. Government cannot protect one party more 
than the other. Ifitaid one, it injures the other.— 
Government, therefore, cannot interfere.” Is not this 
protection enough? If Infidels are free to cavil at the 
religion of Jay and his party, Jay and his party ate 
just as free tocavil back, If hereticks declaim against 
the corruptions of the orthedox, the orthodox have 
the same right to declaim against hereticks, and we 
think it a poor compliment to truth to fear she will be 
beaten in fair combat with falsehood. Government 
does protect the religious rights of the people, but it 
supposes each individual has the same right, whatever 
may be his opinions. Is not this protection enough? 
What more can Jay and his party ask? Perhaps we 
can ascertain. 

“ The petitioners assume it as a common conviction 
of the citizens of our country, that Christianity is true 
including the sacred character of the first day of the 
week ;”’ and this assumption Jay telis us, ** forms the 
real constitutional basis of the memorial.” Granting 
for the preseamt this assumption is true, we still deny 
the constitutional character of the memorial. We 
have not the constitution before us but pledge our 
character for the correctness of our remark, that Con- 
gresscan at no time pass any law establishing any 
religion, but every man shall be left free to worship 
God according to the dictates of his own conscience. 
Now granting the whole American people should be 
agreed in the belief ofany system of religion, Congress 


, cannot without violating the constitution pass any law 


making thal religion the religion of the people, nor 


! can they pass any law which has the effect to establish 


week; we therefore wish you to prohibit its trans- | 
| petitioners if granted would not require all the people 
| of the United States to observe the first day of the 


portation.” Congress do it—do they not then assume 


the province of determining what is the law of God? 
Suppose these same petitioners should come before 
Congress, say they believe the preaching of certain 
sentiments are forbidden by the law of God, and 
therefore pray a law be passed prohibiting any one 
from preaching them, could not Congress with as 
muck -propriety grant their prayer in the letter case 


asin the first? Shouid Congress grant their prayer 


any part of that religion as necessary to be observed. 


We would now ask if the effect of the prayer of the 


week? And would it not be a violation of the spirit 


of the law they wish Congress to puss, to labour or fo 
attend to any kind of secular business on that day ?— 
We would ask if the observance of the sabbath is not 
a part of the religion of the petitioners? It is then 


| certainly, in their apprehension at least, a religious 


in one case and not the other, would it not appear evi- ; 


dent that they resolved themselves into a tribunal to 
determine which is the law of God? And should they 
grant both, is Jay or any other man prepared to say 
government has not exceeded its constitutional limits ? 

But what kind of protection do the petitioners ask 
for their religion? Do they wish it protected from 


' 


institution. Does not a law then requiring its sacred 
observance establish by law, so much of the religion 
of the petitioners? The sabbath is a part of their re- 
ligion. ‘Thesabbath is established by law. A part of 
their religion is then established by law. And why 
may not the whole be established by law as well as a 


} part, 


the cavils of Infidels, from the aitacks of hereticks, / 


or from 1ts desecration by those who believe it? Go- 
vernment says to thom--cnd always has sail to them 


‘ 


But if the people of the United States believe, 
* that christinnity is true including the saered charac- 
ter of the first day of the week,” what need of a law 


o protect it? Who is there to desecrate it? Or who 
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is injured? No man is disabled from holding any office 
because he is a Christian, and no one is forbidden to 
observe the first day of the week as holy or to keep it 
as sacred as;he please. If some are so conscientious 
that they cannot perform what government requires 
done on that day, they are not compelled to do it ;— 
and when all become so conscientious that they will 
neither convey the mail nor open the post-offices on 
that day, the mail of course will stop without any law. 
Géyernment cumpels no one to labour on the first day 
of theweek. Thosewho do, do it voluntarily, and 
as long as this is the case no one has a right to com- 
plain. Perhaps, however, the secret of uneasiness may 
be found elsewhere. There is a plan on foot to pre- 
vent any except these conscientious christians frem 
helding any offices under our government ; and unless 
the mail stops on sunday and the post-offices are closed 
on that day, then these conscientious ones can neither 
be mail centraetors nor post-masters. To stop the 
mail on the fitst day of the week becomes therefore a 
necessary step to the introduction of the grand pro- 
ject. Perhaps another reason why these measures are 
on feot, why those who call themselves the majority 
are praying for protection from the minority, is that 
it is ef no consequence that they are protected in the 
enjoyment of their own opinion for themselves, while 
they are compelled to see their neighbours protected 
in different opinions, Some men havea singular way 
ef interpreting liberty of conscience or liberty of opin- 
ion. They say government secures to ail the liberty 
of opinion and is bound to protect them in their opin- 
ions. “ Now,” say these persons,“ we believe, our 
conscience dictates the sabbath day ought to be kept 
by every individual, holy unto the Lord, therefore 
government ought to command and compel every one 
to keep it holy ; andif it does not pass any law to this 
effect, it exposes usto the pain of seeing that which 
we deem holy profaned.” They forget that those who 
differ from them have consciences as well as them- 
selves, and that government is under as much obliga- 
tion to ene party as to the other. 

“In matters of religion us in all other matters, our 
government is bound by the will of its constituents. 
It may aot decide what are the laws of God, but it is 
bound, in its publick measures to regard the decisions 
of the nation. The petitioners ha¥e asserted and made 
the assertion the basis of taeir memorial, that the de- 
cision of the nation is in favour of the Christian Sab- 
bath.” 

We object both to the dec'~ine and to the fact of 
this quotation. Goveramen. matters of religion is 
bound by the constitution. They can pass no law es- 
tablishing any religion. No, not even if it he the will 
of every man, woman and child in the United States. 
If the will of the constituents can govern in this case 
what was the necessity of a constitution, particularly 
of the article in question. Government can obey the 
will of their constituents in nu case where that will is 
opposed to the constitution. Suppose it should be as- 
certained that it was the will of all the citizens of the 
United States that the President should hold his office 
during life, or that the Presidency should be heredita- 
ty in the family of our present incumbent, could con- 








gress pass a law to that effect? They could not, for 
their power is limited by the constitution. Why then 
talk of the decision of the nation, when that decision 
cannot be regarded by congress without violating the 
constitution. Should it be the will of its constituents 
government may establish a religion by law, if Jay's 
doctrine be true, notwithstanding the constitution to 
the contrary. We are ambitiousto see this sentimeat 
stamped with the publick abhorrenee; for it strikes 
at the very root of. our government and leaves us 
prey to every whim that may occupy the mind of the 
nation. 

If it be said the will of the people must govern, we 
grant it, but the constitution must be disregarded or 
altered beforeCongress can have the power to pass any 
law different from what is now constitutional. A thing 
which we pray may never come, at least, never to fa- 
vour a particular set of divines for of all government 
ecclesiastical is the most liable to abuse. 

But we deny the fact that the decision of the nation 
is in favour of the Christian Sabbath. A majority may 
think it ought to be observed but a large portion of that 
majority are opposed to having any law passed on the 
subject. Butno matter if the majority wish it estab- 
lished by law, all that governmont can say is,“ citi- 
zens those of you who wish to keep the first day of 
the week holy can do it.” This is all that in justice 
any should ask. A Mohometan, sheuld he wish to 
reside in this country, is as much under the protection 
ef our laws.as the Christian, and government has no 
more right to violate his sabbath, [which is Friday] 
than it has the sabbath of the Christian. The Jew is 
as much protected by our government asthe Christian, 
and he no more than the Christian can be deprived of 
his rights of conscience by the will of a majority.— 
Religion is a thing that cannot be determined bya 
plurality of voices, it can neither be bought nor sold; 
it cannot be robbed nor given away. The right to 
worship God is an unalienable right ; and the right to 
adopt the mode when it does not infringe the rights of 
others, is equally an unalienable right. And we hesi- 
tate not to brand him, who would divest a fellow be- 
ing of these rights because he lias the majority with 
him, a misguided zealot, or a bigot who would not re- 
fuse, when occasion should offer, to kindle the fire of 
persecution and even light the faggois to consume the 
miserable being who should not adopt his creed. 

To talk of regulating a man’s conscience by the 
will of the majority, isto revive the recollection of 
doctrines and times which every Christian should 
wish to forget, One man’s conscience is as dear to 
him as another's; and no matter whether he be alone 
or have the world with him. 
justice and no religion that can allow the consciences 
of the majority to govern those of the minority. Let 
Jay, then, cease talking about the majority and the de- 
cision of the nation. If the netion have decided we 
shall not publish our journal, Congress cannot sanction 
that decision because the Constitution deeélares the 
liberty of the Press shall be preserved; and if the na- 
tion have decided we iust all profess the doctrine 


Thére is no reason—vu6 


' advanced by Jay, in the article we have examine?, 
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Congress can pass no law upon it, for the Constitution 
secures freedom of opinion, We conclude with the 
Wish, that Jay may profit by our remark, and that 
every one of his party will recollect, if they are the 
majority, they need no law in their favour; for the 
minority seldem oppress the majority ; and if they are 
the minority, our government protects them from eve- 
ry encroachment. Let them be satisfied.”—Epiror. 


NEW-YORK GOSPEL HERALD. 


We have forborne to notice a paper with this 
title lately started in the city of New-York, and 
we should not do it now, did not the preten- 
sions and conduct of the proprietor or editor 
or both, demand a passing remark. ‘The fol- 
lowing letter from an esteemed brother in the 
ministry will serve to explain the circumstan- 
ces which require animadversion. 


York, Livineston Counry, Feb. 12, 129. 

DEAR SiR :—I believe it my duty, when L see any 
one in danger of being injured, to inform him of the 
danger. {lt appears that there isa paper, similar to 
yours started ia the city of New-York, edited by Br. 
Fisk, and offered to subscribers at one dollar per year. 
I cannot but suspect the design is to supplant the Gos- 
pel Advocate, as also the Gospe! Preacher, a work 
printed in Providence, Rhode {sland; as they have 
proposed to publish a similar work for 50 ceuts per 





year, They have sent me the first No. of the paper 
with proposals for gutscribers, and as far as I can learn, 
they have taken advantage of your list of agents, by 
supplying them inthe same manoer. This kind of 
management appears to me as dishonourable as it is 
contemptible. From the cireumstance of the starting 
of the paper at the conclusion of the sixth volume of 
the Advocate, and underselling it, it looks to we too 
mieh like brother trying to supplant his brother.— 
There can be no doubt but they may be able lo go on 
with the work, provided they can succeed in getting 
from the Advocate its subseribers, in connection with 
the new ones it will probably obtain; for every one 
knows that the cheapness of such a work depends on 
its extensive patronage. So that I have no doubt but 
you could weil afford to reduce the price of the Ad- 
rocate, provided its patronage was increased, which, 
if the friends of justice and liberal sentiments wish, 
let them give their support to the Advocate, which | 
has already reduced its price from $2 to $1 50. 

It is known to many of ovr readers that T. 
Fisk, editor of the Gospel Herald was one of 
the former editors of tke Gospel Advocate. 
Mr. Fisk while an associate editor of the Ad- 
vocate travelled extensively in the western 


country and formed many acquaintances in the | 
section where our paper now circulates. ‘This | 


may give him some advantage. 

But it should also be known that Mr. Fisk 
sold out his share in the Gospel Advocate 
to Messrs. Everett and Tuttle with the under- 





standing and pledge that he would not be en- 


With the circulation of the Advocate. Messrs. 
Everett and Tuttle sold the whole establish- 
ment to the present publisher with the same 





agreement not to be engaged in editing or pub- 
lishing any other paper which might affect the 
interest of the present proprietor. They had 
the agreement of Mr. Fisk and they sold the | 
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establishment with the understanding that all 
who had formerly been its proprietors should 
not engage in a paper which should have the 
effect to get back any part of that which they 
had seld. We cannot therefore consider Mr. 
Fisk’s engaging in the Herald, under these 
circumstances, any better than a breach of 
good faith. 

But notwithstanding Mr. Fisk had given this 
pledge he commences a paper and commences 
under such circumstances that we cannot a+ 
void suspecting him of a design to get away 
our patronage by undersellingus. In his‘pro- 
posals, he states in glaring capitals FOUR 
HUNDRED AND SIXTEEN PAGES FOR 
ONE DOLLAR!!! Our subscribers seeing 
this, before they have seen his paper‘or known 
the size of his paper, might think we had im- 
posed upon them. For if Br. Fisk can afford 
four hundred and sixteen pages for one dollar, 
the publisher of the Advocate must be unrea- 
sonable to demand one dollar fifty cents for the 
same number. But though the Herald has the 
appearance of being the cheapest, is, accord- 
idg to the quantity of matter it contains actu- 
ally bigher than the Advocate. One number 
of the Herald contains by measurement some- 
thing less than three fifths the quantity of mat- 
ter which is contained in the same number of 
pages in the Advocate. Hence the price of 
Mr. Fisk’s paper should be only about 87 1-2 
cents, to be as cheap as the Advocate, but he 
charges one dollar, consequently he charges 
nearly one eighth more for the same quantity 
of matter than we do, Itis the publisher of 
the Herald that is guilty of imposition on the 
publick if there be any imposition. 

But this is not all. With the first number, 
containing a good sermon indeed, but the rest 
half made up of promises,self-paffing and count- 
ing cents, he sends his paper, as far as we can 
learn, to all our agents. Many of our agents 
reading his promises, looking at the respecta- 


| ble names he; said he should have for corres- 


pondents, (though by the by they have not writ- 
ten much for him yet) and reading his partic- 
ular recommendations of the cheapness of his 
work, might be induced to patronize it rather 
than ours which should come higher. But af- 
ter we have at great expense established our 
agencies, and published a list of agents for the 
benefit of our patrons, we can but think it un- 
generous and dishonourable not to say unjust 
and unchristian for another publisher to take 
advantage of it to crowd his paper into notice. 
The publisher of the Advocate has never so far 
debased himself as to be guilty of such ungen- 
erous and unfair means to increase the circu- 
lation of his paper, and while he has any sense 
of what is due from one man to another he ne- 
ver will. 

The proprietor of the Herald, however, is 
not the only one implicated in this cherge.— 
The publisher of the Trumpet and Magazine, 
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at Boston, has resorted to the same under- 
handed measures. His paper, as far as our 
information extends, has been sent to all our 
agents with a request for them to aid its circu- 
Jation. We would ask these gentlemen, pro- 
viding they should publish a list of their agents, 
if they would consider our course honourable, 
if we should send our paper to all their agents 
with the request that they use their influence 
and exertion tocirculate it? Have these gen- 
tlemen ever read an old fashioned book which 
says, “whatsoever ye would that men should 
do unto you, do ye even the same unto them ?” 
We notice another thing in the proprietor, 
or editor or beth, of the Herald, which we 
highly disapprove, not because it affects our 
interest, but because it seems contrary to that 
fair and honourable dealing which Christians, 
to say the least, ought always to observe. Mr. 
Green, of Providence, R. f. is publishing the 
Gospel Preacher, a periodical of original ser- 
mons from Universalist ministers. ‘he paper 
has been well conducted and has been afford- 
ed at a low price, and with the pledge that the 
price shall be reduced whenever its patronage 
will warrant. The publisher presented it at a 
low rate that our friends might be able to pro- 
cure it for gratuitous distribution. Mr. Fisk 
issues another on the sdme plan ata low price, 
and for what? but to monopolize the pub- 
lishing business by telling the publick, ** Mr. 
Green has imposed upon you, I will furnish 
you with sermons at a reduced price’ —which 
he probably may do of such sermons as he pub 
lishes in the Herald, (threé of them may make 
one short one) or by procuring some like one 





gone the rounds till almost every boy has it by | 
heart. 

Again; we do not understand the notice | 
that assures us the editor of the Herald has en- 
gaged the services of Mr. Russel Canfield, for- | 
mer editor of the Religious Inquirer. Mr. | 
Canfield sold out his share of the Inquirer at | 
a high price, and now publishes a notice that | 
he is engaged to write for the Herald and wish- | 
es all his former subscribers to patronize said | 
paper. Is this just to those to whom he sold 
the Inquirer? What is the Inquirer good for 
without subscribers? and does Mr. Canfield 
think it honourable to attempt to get back that 
good will of the publick which he has sold? 
If he does, we hope a discerning publick will 
give him merited rebuke. 

Mr. Canfield has also published a prospec- 
tus for another paper, of a similar character, 
which he says shall surpass in neatness, and in 
cheapness no doubt, any publication of the 
kind in America. But howisthis? Is Mr. 
Canfield to write for the Herald, is he to re- 
quest his former subscribers to patronize that 
paper, and then to publish a separate paper ? 
We should suppose one paper enough for one 
mantoconduct. Are we to consider Mr. Fisk . 
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sincere, when he tells us Mr. Canfield is en. 
gaged for the Herald? For how long time is 
he engaged ? Perhaps, however, the proposed 
new paper is to be like some of Mr. Fisk’s pro- 
posals, a bate to catch subscribers; and this 
new paper whiie in embryo will be amalgama- 
ted with the Herald, and iis subscribers will be 
transferred to that paper. Mr. Fisk’s exertions, 
his recommendation of what this paper is to 
be, looks too much like some such thing. 

But we have only a word more to say ; it is 
the intention of the publisher, that the Gospel 
Advocate shall be as cheap, according to the 
quantity of matter, as any other publication in 
the connection. Its price has already been 
| reduced from $2,00 to $1,50, and whenever 

iis patronage will warrant it shall be still fur- 
‘ther reduced. 

Of the Herald, as to its merits, we have little 
tosay. Br. Fisk doubtless has abilities, but it 
would be improper to judge them before they 
are developed. We remember his controversy 
with “Phebe,” while be had charge of the Ad- 
vocate, and we have been somewhat puzzled 
to make our ideas of a sermon correspond to 
the three little articles in his second. number 
dignified with that appellation. But enough. 
Whenever the editor will be willing to let the 
merits of the Herald rest upon its own intrin-. 
sick worth, and shall evince a disposition to 
use honourable means, and only such, to gain 
it notice, he may fiad us ready to reciprocate 
| all the good feeling or wishes he may express. 











We cheerfully insert the following communication 
| from our friends at the West. The rays of the sua 


; : - | oft anal ss are fot confined 1 , 
in the third number of the Herald, which has | of righteousness are not confined to the East, but will 
| soon, we trust, irradiate the whole earth. 


We say 
to this new society we approve their resolution and 
they may be assured of our prayers and our best 
wishes for their prosperity. We have only to say in 
reference to the * articles of Faith” they have adopt- 
ed, they should cunsider them as expressive of their 
present belief, rather of what must be their future 
convictions. That is, they are to consider themselves 
progressive beings—inquirers after truth, ready and 
willing to avail themselves of any discoveries they 
may hereafter make. ED. 

To the Editor of the Gospel Advocate. 
Very Dear Sir— 

For the purpose of cheering the heartsof all 
friends to the spread of unadulterated. trath 
throughout the vast heritage of our heavenly 
Father, we wish you to make it known through 
your valuable and widely circulated paper, that 
light hath sprung up also in the Michigan. 
We can number some forty believers in the 
faith of Abraham, in the town of Bloomfield 
alone. We proceeded on the IIth alt. to 
organize a society, which was done decently 
and in order. Before we opened the society 
meeting, the throne of Grace was addressed 
by a Brother, and a hymn sung. A ser: 
mon was then read, which treats of the impor- 
tance of * Not forsaking the assembling of 
ourselves together as the manner of some is,” 
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which was both refreshing and gratifying to 
us all. We then proceeded to elect our offi- 
cers and pass the following resolutions : 

First. This society shall be denominated 
the first Universalist society of Bloomfield, 
Oakland county, Michigan.. Our articles of 
faith were deemed too lengthy to insert in the 
Advocate, as taking up more room than per- 
haps ought to be spared, where more valuable 
matter might be occupied: but for a simili- 
tude, see Rochester Magazine, p. 48. ‘The 
meeting further resolved, that we, as believers 
in the unchangeable love of God, who is good 
unto all, and whose tender mercies are over all 
his works, will endeavour to the utmost of our 
ability to preserve good order in society, by 
meeting together on the christian Sabbath, 
giving attendance to reading,to exhortation and 
to doctrine. ‘T'hat we will hold our meetings 
free for any one to make what observations 
they may see fit: Farther, that we, for the 
want of a ministering brother, will read such 
sermons in our possession as are calculated to 
edify our minds, and as shall compel such of 
our enemies as shall hear them, to acknow- 
ledge that we hold not the truth in unright- 
eousness, and that we will endeavour to walk 
worthy of our calling. O, our God, grant that 
we may press forward to the prize of the high 
calling of God, which is in Christ Jesus our 
Lord. We trust that a blow was given to 
proselyting in a certain Methodistical form at 
camp-meetings,4ast season as will not be soon 
healed. We are informed by some of their 
own disciples that they did not make one 
solitary proselyte ; and what redounds most to 
the honour of those who were engaged in 
staying the works of darkness, is, that there 
was no complaint against them for disturbing 
the meeting. ‘The presiding elder declared 
that he had never presided at a camp-meeting 
where there was so little disturbance made by 
the world’s people. The people seemed to 
listen with profound attention to the debates 
which took place on the camp ground. And 
although their regulation for the time being, 
utterly forbid all disputations, yet the law- 
makers, were the first law-breakers; while 
they shortly found that they had not counted 
the cost. Such are the prospects in this part 
of our Master’s vineyard. We would solicit 
the prayers of our distant brethren, and all 
the friends of that truth which freeth from spir- 
itua! bondage ;—and to conclude, may we be 
speedily enabled to lengthen our cords and 
Strengthen our stakes. May God bless all 
our endeavours to the building up of his 
Zion. 

Yours Respecifi'!r, 
- JOHN R. RUBINSON, Sec’ry. 
Patrick —" 
LEMAN Case, t Standing 
Esenezer Raynate, j Committee. 
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MR. MADISON, 

On Religious Freedom and Rights of Conscience. 

In 1784, a bill was before the House of Del- 
egates of Virginia for a publick Act, “ estab- 
lishing a provision for the teachers of the Chris- 
tian religion,” which had for its object the com- 
pelling of every person to contribute to some 
religious teacher. The bill was postponed to 
the next session of the legislature and ordered 
to be printed, and the people were requested 
to signify their opinion respecting its adoption. 

Among the numerqus remonstranees against 
the passage of this bill, the following one drawn 
by Mr. Maptson, stands pre-eminent. It is 
certainly one of the ablest productions of that 
great statesman, and deserves to be widely cir- 
culated. ‘To use the language of the authour 
of the work from which it is extracted—Bene- 
dict’s “‘ General History of the Baptist denomi- 
nation in America,””—its “ style is elegant and 
perspicuous and for strength of reasoning and 
purity of principle, it has seldom been equal- 
led, certainly never surpassed, by any thing on 
the subject in the English language.” It is 
hardly necessary to say that the bill never pass- 
ed the House.-—Hartford Times, 
A MEMORIAL AND REMONSTRANCE. 


Drawn by James Map:son, lute President of 
the United States, in 1785. 

To the Honorable the General Assembly of the 
Commonwealth of Virginia, 

WE the subscribers, citizens.of the Com- 
monwealth, having taken into consideration a 
bill printed by order of the last session of Gen- 
eral Assembly, entitled, “‘ A bill fer establish- 
ing a provision for teachers of the ChristianRe- 
ligion ;”’ and conceiving, that the same, if final- 
ly armed with the sanction of a law will be a 
dangerous abuse of power ; are bound, as faith- 
ful members of a free State to remonstrate a- 
gainst it, and to declare the reasons by which 
they are determined. We remonstrate against 
the said bill, 

Because we hold it for a fundamental and 
unslienable truth, “ that religion, or the duty 
which we owe to the Creator, and the manner 
of discharging it, can be directed only by rea- 
son and conviction, not by force or violence.” 
The religion, then, of every man, must be left 
to the conviction and conscience of every map; 
and it is the right of every man to exercise it 
as these may dictate. This right is, in its na- 
ture, an unalienable right. It is unalienable, 
because the opinions of men depending on the 
evidence contemplated by their own. minds, 
cannot follow the dictates of other men. It is 
unalienable also, because what is here a right 
towards man, it is a duty towards the Creator. 
It is the duty of every man to render to the 
Creator such homage, and such only, as he be- 
lieves to be acceptable to him. This duty is 
precedent both in order and time, and in de- 
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gree of obligation to the claims of civil society. 
Before any man can be considered as a mem- 
ber of civil society, he must be considered as 
a subject of the Governor of the Universe. And 
if a member of civil society, who enters into 
any subordinate association, must always do it 
with a reservation of his duty to general autho- 
rity ; much more must every the man, whobe- 
comes a member of any particular civil society, 
do it wita a saving of his allegiance to the Uni- 
versal Sovereign. We maintain, therefore, that 
in matters of religion, no man’s rightis abridged 
by the institution of civil society ; and that reli- 
gion is wholly exempt from its cognizance.— 
True itis, that no other rule exists, by which 
any question, which may divide society can be 
ultimately determined, but by the will of a ma- 
jority ; but it isalso true, that the majority may 
trespass on the rights of the minority. 

Because if religion be exempt from the au- 
thority of the Society at large, still less can it be 
subject to that of the legislative body. The 
latter are but the creatures and vicegerents of 
the former. Their jurisdiction is both deriva- 
tive and limited. It is limited with regard to 
the co-ordinate departments ; more necessarily, 
it is limited with regard to the constituents. 
The preservation of a free government requires, 
not merely that the metes and bounds which 
separate each department of power, be invari- 
ably maintained ; but more especially, that nei- 
ther of them be suffered to overleap the great 
barrier which defends the rights of the people. 
The rulers, who are guilty of such an encroach- 
ment, exceed the commission from which they 
derive their authority, and are tyrants. The 
people who submit to it, are governed by laws 
made neither by themselves, nor any authority 
derived from them, and are slaves. 

Because it is proper to take alarm at the first 
experiment on our liberties. We hold this 
prudent jealousy to be the first duty of citizens 
and one of the noblest characteristics of the late 
revolution. The freemen of America did not 
wait until usurped power had strengthened itself 
by exercise, and entangled the question in pre- 
cedents, They saw all the consequences in 
the principle, and they avoided the consequen- 
ces by denying the principle. We revere this 
lesson too much, soon to forget it. Who does 
not see that the same authority, which can es- 
tablish Christianity in exclusion of all other 
sects ; that the same authority, which can force 
a citizen to contribute three pence only of his 
property, for the support of any one establish- 
ment, may force him to conform to any other 
establishment, in all cases whatsoever. 

Because the bill violates that equality which 
ought to be the basis of every law ; and which 
is more indispensable, in proportion as the va- 





lidity or expediency of .any law is more liable | 


tobe impeached. “ If all men are, by nature, 
equally free and independent,” all men are to 
be considered as entering into society on equal 
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conditions, as relinquishing no more, and there- 
fore, retaining no less, one than another, of their 
natural rights ; above all, are they to be con- 
sidered as retaining an “ equal title to the free 
exercise of religion according to the dictates of 
conscience.” Whilst we assert for ourselves 
a freedom to embrace, to profess, and observe 
the religion which we believe to be of divine 
origin, we cannot deny an equal freedom to 
those, whose minds have not yet yielded to the 
evidence which has convinced us. If this free- 
dom be abused, it is an offence against God, 
not against man. To God, therefore, and not 
to man, must an account of it be rendered. 

As the bill violates equality, by subjecting 
some to peculiar burdens ; so it violates the 
same principle, by granting to others peculiar 
exemptions. Are the Quakers and Menonists 
the only sects who think a compulsive support 
of their religions unnecessary and unwarranta- 
ble ? Can their piety alone be entrusted with 
the care of publick worship? Ought their re- 
ligions to be endowed, above all others, with 
extraordinary privileges, by which proselytes 
may be enticed from all others ? We think too 
favourably of the justice and good sense of these 
denominations, to believe that they either covet 
pre-eminences over their fellow-citizens, or 
that they will be seduced by them from the 
common opposition to the measure. 

Because the bill implies, either thatthe civil 
magistrate is a competent judge of religious 
truths, or that he may employ religion as an 
engine of civil policy. The fifst is an arrogant 
pretension, falsified by the extraordiuary opin- 
ions of rulers, in all ages, and throughout the 
world ; the second, a unhallowed perversion 
of the means of salvation. 

Because the establishment proposed by the 
bill, is not requisite for the support of the Chris- 
tian religion. To say tliat it is, is a contradic- 
tion to the Christian religion itself; for every 
page of it disavows a dependence on the power 
of this world ; it is a contradiction to fact, for it 
is known that this religion both existed and 
flourished, not only without the support ef hu- 
man laws, but in spite of every opposition from 
them ; and not only during the period of mira- 
culous aid, but long after it had been left to its 
own evidence and the ordinary care of Provi- 
dence : nay, it is a contradiction in terms ; for 
a religion not invented by human policy, must 
have pre-existed and been supported, before 
it was established by human policy: it is, 
moreover, to weaken in those, who profess this 
religion, a pious confidence in its innate excel- 
lence, and the patronage of its Author; and to 
foster in those, who still reject it, a suspicion 
| that its friends are too conscious of its fallacies, 
| to trust to its own merits. / 

Because experience witnesses that ecclesi- 
astical establishments, instead of maintaining 
the purity and efficacy of religion, have had a 
contrary operation, During almost fifi ~~ cen- 
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turies has the legal establishment of christia- | ish ourcitizens. The allurements presented by 
nity been on trial. What have been its fruits? | other situations, are every day thinning their 
More or less in all places, pride and indolence ' number. To superadd a fresh motive to emi- 
in the clergy ; ignorance and servility in the , gration, by revoking the liberty which they 
laity; in both superstition, bigotry, and perse- now enjoy, would be the same species of folly, 
cution. Inquire of the teachers of Christianity | whieh has dishonoured and «dlepopulated flour- 
for the ages in which it appeared in its great- | ishing kingdoms. 
est lustre ; those of every sect point to the ages Because it will destroy that moderation and 
prior to its incorporation with civil policy — | harmony, which the forbearance of our Jaws to 
Propose a restoration of this primitime state, | intermeddle with religion has produced among 
in which its teachers depended on the volunta- | its several sects. Torrents of blood have been 
ry rewards of their flocks, many of them pre- | spilt in the old world, by vain attempts of the 
dict its downfall. On which side ought their | secular arm to extinguish religious discord, 
testimony to have the greatest weight, when | proscribing all differences in religious opinion. 
for, or when against their interest ? | Time has at length revealed the true remedy. 
Because the establishment in question is not | Every relaxation of narrow and rigorous poli- 
necessary for the support of civil government. | cy, wherever it has been tried, has been found 
If it be urged as necessary for the support of | to assuage the disease. The American theatre 
civil government, only as it is a means of sup- | has exhibited proofs, that equal and complete 
porting religion, and it be not necessary for ; liberty, if it does not wholly eradicate it, suffi- 
the latter purpose, it cannot be necessary for | ciently destroys its malignant influence on the 
the former. If religion be not within the cog- | health and prosperity of the State. If, with the 
nizance of civil government, how can its legal | salutary effects of this system under our own 
establishment be said to be necessary to civil | eyes, we begin to contract the bounds of reli- 
government ? What influence, in fact, have | gious freedom, we know no name that will too 
ecc'esiastical establishments had on civil so- | severelyreproach our folly. At least, let warn- 
ciety ? In some instances, they have been seen | ing be taken at the first fruits of the threaten- 
to erect a spiritual tyranny on the ruins of civ- | ed innovation. ‘The very appearance of the 
ilauthority ; in more instances, have they been | bill has transformed that “ Christian forbear- 
seen upholding the thrones of political tyranny; | ance, love and charity,” which of late — 
inno instance have they been seen the guar- | prevailed, into animosities and jealousies,whic 
dians of the liberties of the people. Rulers | may not soon be appeased. What mischiefs 
who wished to subvert the publick liberty, | may not be dreaded, should this enemy to the 
may have found an established clergy conven- | publick quiet be armed with the force of law ? 
ient auxiliaries. A just government instituted | Because the policy of the bill is adverse to 
tosecure and perpetuate it, needs them not. ; the diffusion of the light of Christianity. The 
Such a government will be best supported by | first wish of those, who ought to enjoy this pre- 
protecting every citizen in the enjoyment of | cious gift, ought to be, that it may be imparted 
religion, with the same equal hand which pro- | te the whole race of mankind. Compare the 
tects his person and property ; by neither inva» | number of those, who have as yet received it, 
ding the equal rights of any sect nor suffering | with the number still remaining under the do- 
any sect to invade those of another. | minion of false religions, and how small is the 
Because the proposed establishment is a de- | former? Does the policy of the bill tend to 
parture from that generous policy, which, offer- | lesson the disapprobation ? No ; it at once dis- 
ing an asylum to the persecuted and oppressed | courages those who are strangers to the light of 
of every nation and religion, promised a lustre | truth, from coming into the regions of it ; and 
toour country, and an accession to the number | countenances by example, the nations who 
of our citizens ? What a melancholy mark is | continue in darkness, in shutting out those who 
the bill of sudden degeneracy ? Instead of hold- | might convey itto them. Instead of levelling, 
ing forth an asylum to the persecuted, it is it- | as far as possible-every obstacle to the victori- 
self a signal of persecution. It degrades from | ous progress of truth, the bill with an ignoble 
the equal rank of citizens, all those whose opin- | and unchristian timidity, would circumscribe 
lons in religion do not bend to those of legisla- | it, with a wall of defence against the encroach- 
tive authority. Distant as it may be, in its pre- | ments of errour. 
sent form, from the inquisition, it differs only Because an attempt to enforce by legal sanc- 
fom it in degree ; the one is the first step the | tions, acts, obnoxious to so great a portion of 
other the last, in the careerof intolerance. The | citizens, tends to enervate the laws in general, 
magnanimous sufferer under the cruel scourge and to slacken the bands of society. If it be 
in foreign regions, must view the bill as a bea- | difficult to execute any law,which is not gene- 
con on our coast, warning him to seek some | rally deemed necessary nor salutary, what must 
other haven, where liberty and philanthropy in | be the case when it is deemed invalid and 
their due extent may offer a more certain re- | dangerous ? And what may be the effect of so 
pose for his troubles. striking an example of impotency in the gov- 
Because it will have a like tendency to ban- | ernment on its general authority. 
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Because a measure of singular magnitude Its doctrines should be the first the infant should learn 


and delicacy, ought not to be imposed without 
the clearest evidence that it is called for by a 
majority of citizens ; and no satisfactory method 
is yet proposed, by which the voice of the ma- | 
jority in this case may be determined, or its in- | 
filwence secured. “The people of the respec- 
tive counties are, indeed, requested to signify 
their opinion, respecting the adoption of the 
bill, to the next session of Assembly.” But | 
the representation must be made equa!, before | 
the voice, either of the representatives: or of | 
the counties, will be that of the people. Our 
hope is, that neither of the former will, after | 
due consideration, espouse the dangerous prin-.| 
ciple of the bill. Should the event disappoint | 
‘us, it will still leave us in full confidence, that | 
a fair appeal to the latter will reverse the sen- 
tence against our liberties. 

Because finally, “‘the equal right of every 
citizen to the free exercise of his religion ac- 
cording to the dictates of his conscience,” is 
held by the same tenure with all our rights. 
If we recur to its origin, it is equally the gift of 
nature ; if we weigh its importance, it cannot 
be less dear to us; if we consult the “ Decla- 
ration of those rights which pertain to the good 
people of Virginia, as the basis and foundation | 
of government,” it is enumerated with equal | 
solemnity, or rather with studied emphasis.— 
Either then we must say that the will of the 
Legislature is the only measure of their autho- 
rity ; and that in the plenitude of this authority 
they may sweep away all our fundamental 
rights: or, that they are bound to leave this 
particular right untouched and sacred: either 
we must say, that they may control the free- 
dom of the press ; may abolish the trial by jury, 
may swallow up the executive and judiciary 
powers of the State ; nay, that they may anni- 
hilate our very right of suffrage, and erect 
themselves into an independent and hereditary 
assembly ; or we must say that they have no 
authority to enact into a law, a bill under con- 
sideration. We the subscribers say, that the 
General Assembly of this commonwealth have 
no such authority ; and that no effort may be 
omitted on our part, against so dangerous an 
usurpation, we oppose to it this Remonstrance, 
earnestly praying, as we are in duty bound, 
that the Supreme Lawgiver of the Universe, 
by illuminating those to whom it is addressed, 
may, on the one hand, turn their councils from 
every act, which would affront his holy pre- 
rogative, or violate the trust committed to them, 
and, on the other, guide them into every mea- 
sure which may be worthy of his blessing, 
may redound to their own praise, and may es- 
tablish more firmly the liberties, the property 
and the happiness of this Commonwealth.” 


— — 

















We call the attention of our readers tothe “ Me- 





morial and Remonstrance,” from the pen of the vene- | 
rable Madison. It should be read by every individual. | 


tolisp. And the determination to maintain these doc- 
trines, should be the determination of every Ameri- 
can citizen—and indeed of the world. 

The attention of our readers is also called to the 
article under the caption * Sunday Memorial,” » The 
subject there discussed is am important one—one which 


} is particularly important at this approaching crisis. 


Our orthodox friends are checked but not defeated, 
They can assame a thousand shapes. They are as 
subtle as they. are ambitious. Friends to rirtue, to 
liberality and to genuine religion! be at your posts.— 
No time now to loiter or to sieep. The storm is gath. 
ering. We muy ere aware feel a shock like an earth- 


| quake. 


Rev. A. HI. Curtis, a preacher in our connection, is 
a general agent for the Advocate. He is now travel- 
ling through several counties in this state and will 
visit several places in Pennsylvania and perhaps west 
into Ohio. He is affectionately recommended to our 
friends wherever he may find them, as one worthy of 
their confidence and Christian attention. 





We notice in a late number of the N. York 
Gospel Herald a bitter lamentation of its re- 
spected editor, that Miss Frances Wright, one 
of the editors of the Free Enquirer, was per- 
mitted to lecture in a meeting house belong- 
ing to the Universalists in the city of New- 
York. ‘The ground of complaint when scan- 


| ned, is, that Miss Wright does not believe 


quite enough to come up tc the editor’s stan- 
dard of orthodoxy. This is hard; but we are 
sorry Br. Fisk should Jay it to heart. He has 
been denied an orthodox house, and he tho’t 
it vastly illibera!, that he should be denied. 
What would it be to deny a house to Miss 
Wright? Being illiberal to keep countenance 
with those who call us hereticks. Perhaps the 
difficulty is, that Miss Wright is ‘a female,” 
and the editor deems it his prerogative to exert 
his manly powers to abuse her. 

We do not know what Miss Wright preach 
ed, norde we care We like the rule of cur 
Saviour, “to do by others as we would they 
shouid do by us.” We have been denied a 
house to preach our doctrine in, because we 
were heretical in the estimation of the pro- 
prietors and we thought it hard, and we think 
it equally hard to refuse those we might deem 
heretical. Epitor. 


The Rochester Observer of the 13th, is re 
ceived, and shall receive our respectful atten- 
tion in our next. We have paid it some 
attention in this number, and will assure the 
editor of the Observer he shall have no cause 
to complain of any neglect on our part. 


PR ee a. 








1 The Gospel Advocate and Impartial Investigator, 
is published every other Saturday. by U.¥.DousLepat, 
(to whom ail letters and communications must be ad- 
dressed, post paid,) af $1 50 per annum, payable in 
advance, 10 be increased to $2 00, if not paid within 
six months. 
0. A. BROWNSON, EDITOR. 

DovusLepay & ALLEN, PRINTERS. 




















